TO THE EDITOR
The Australian National Coronial Information System (NCIS) database provides a valuable resource (1) . However, as for all databases, it is limited by the information that is provided to it (2) . Our recent experience accessing the NCIS database highlighted the ability to extract data was limited by ethics requirements to access jurisdictions and data not having been uploaded, but the main failings resulted from a lack of standardization of postmortem examination reports between and within coronial jurisdictions.
Australia has eight coronial jurisdictions (3). Traditionally, a '"three-cavity" examination is performed, which requires examining the contents of the cranial, thoracic, and abdominopelvic cavities in addition to the neck and any other structures relevant to determining the cause of death. Pathologists regard this as a "full" postmortem examination. If the extent of the postmortem examination is restricted (e.g., being confined to one cavity), such examinations are regarded as "partial" or "limited" by pathologists (3) . An examination may be external only. Our hypothesis was that changes to coronial legislation and approaches to the postmortem examination in Australia (3) would result in alteration in the proportion of full, partial, and external-only examinations over time and that this information could be extracted from the NCIS database. However, the type of postmortem examination (full, partial, or external) is not explicitly coded in the NCIS database. Since the NCIS system allows searching of postmortem reports by words and phrases, a search strategy to extract information was tested. 
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phrases that indicated whether an external, partial, or full examination had been performed so that these phrases could then be used for searching. One jurisdiction could not be searched, as data had not been uploaded when this study was performed in 2015. Data for one jurisdiction could not be accessed without a further ethics application. In one jurisdiction, phrases that indicated what type of examination had been performed were not used consistently. Even in jurisdictions for which phrase searches could reliably identify cases that had undergone full (three-cavity) postmortem internal examination, it was not possible to determine if a limited examination comprised a partial dissection or external examination only.
The failure of phrase searching to extract data relevant to terms of type of postmortem examination appeared to mostly result from a lack of consistent terminology in postmortem examination reports between different jurisdictions and even within the same jurisdiction. Although coding could circumvent this problem, coding is not without the potential to produce inaccuracies (2) . National standardization of postmortem reports would significantly enhance the potential benefit of the NCIS. Standardization of reporting could assist future studies using the NCIS, such as assessing the impact of computed tomography (CT) imaging, currently used in many centers to assist in determining what type of postmortem examination is required (4).
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